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foi1 an open party." Mayevsiky, Sedov, Dan and all the Luch-ites try to confuse the open Party with open work or activity. Such confusion is downright sophistry, a trick, deception of the reader.
In the first place, the open activity of -the Social-Democrats during the period 1904-13 is a fact. Open party is a phrase of the intellectuals, whidh covers up renunciation of the Party. Secondly, the Party has repeatedly condemned Liquidatorism, i.e., the slogan of an open party. But the Party, far from condemning open activities, has, on the contrary, repeatedly condemned those who neglected or renounced them. In the third place, from 1904 to 1907, open activities were especially developed among all the Social-Democrats. But not a single trend, not a single faction of Social-Democracy at that time advanced the slogan "struggle for an open party"!
This is a historical fact. Those who wish to understand Liquidatorism must ponder over this fact.
Did the absence of the slogan "struggle for an open party" hamper open activities in 1904-07? Not in the least.
Why did no such slogan arise among the Social-Democrats at that time? Precisely because at that time there wias no raging counterrevolution to draw a section of the Social-Democrats into extreme opportunism. It was only too clear at the time that the slogan "struggle for an open party" was an opportunist phrase, a renunciation of the "underground."
Gentlemen, try to grasp the meaning of this historical turn: during the 1905 period, when open activities were splendidly developed, there was no slogan of "struggle for an open party"; during the period of counterrevolution, when open activities are less developed, a section of the Social-Democrats (following the bourgeoisie) take up the slogan of renunciation of the "underground" and "struggle for an open party."